
Frofessor Manfred Me Xayer, ' 

DBpartment of nacteriology 
School of TIqgiens and Public Health, 
Johns Hopkins Urdve; sit$, 
615 pi. i iol fa Street, 
Wtirnom, 5 ,  Maryland 

Gear :ianftred, 

I was delighted to get ~ our henolytj; 6 paper, for, a8 I tve said 
Jtve before, it certairJy s t a r t s  a new era in tho howledge of imum l3-si8. 

read it carefully and haw only a f e w  minor sqg2estions an8 gUest"l0ns: 

Can you have a s l i d e  lade for of Fib. 9? I ' d  l i k e  veq  much 
to show that when 1 lecture on Cl in Geneva and Zurich in October, 

Lhy could not the dissimilar kinet ic  bohavior of a t i s e r a  b 
and B be explained on the basis oi' their non-hemolytic antibodies? These? 
would conpete i f i  A by blocking reactive sites but the 
be overcome postiibly i n  part by revcrcal) ana the  ultimately 

would eventuall3; 

overtake B in the later stagesr 

P;Nle I Wnk your fiturn of SOA bei% necessary for the  lysis 
of ope red ce l l  probably is  much better than our 500, and certairiLy 8p:roximtes 
TJrunM'g value (which you rczally ought to mentian), the discrepancy is not so 
great when you comider that our filures at  the 30 or 85 rdc. level, rather 
than 4 0  .nine If this is valid it might he w e l l  to point out the differewe i n  
oondi'klons for as we did not conrsicler the velocity irspect, our value YGS not a 
true minimum. Yours would still ht? the better fipre a6 the mininm nmbr of 
mo1eculea of A penaitt5ng lys i s  regardless of conditions. 

LooMng forward to seeinC you awn, 


